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REMARKS 

Following entry of this Amendment claims 1*16 mi 11-21 are pending in the 
■L Claims 1, 9 mii IS have beet* mmeMed to clarify tMi which fee AppliaMte* believe 
to be aavd .subject matter. 'Specifically, etaims h 9 ml I S are amended to claim thai '%mlyskg 
said im®£ BfigF mvotem the process of Mcndfymg a -immmum sat of test events and, therefore,, 
fr ^ximctkm the Minimum sef is not so broad as to include - the extraction of all test events 
the yentilled minimum set includes all test events, Claim I S is amended according; to the 
B^amir^s suggestion, to obviate the §101 ejection, Ih addition claims I I &id 20 are amended 
to correct minor typogmpihical errors, 

Ckfcft IB-21 standi, repeted imder 35 §101 as allegedly being directed to mm- 

$mmmf subject matter. Claim IS k amended as per the Examines siiggMkMs to obviate this 
rejection., Therefore^ Applicants tespeetfMIy request withdmwai of the § 1 {)] , 

Claims MS* 144 <m& 1647 staad .■injected umfer 35 U<S<C, §1 02(e) as kh*g aMfcipated 
by a patent by CMsI&yssob et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,804,7.96; bemmaikr referred, to as 
w (;kM^vsso^), Claims I, <> atkl. IS &te amended to clarify thai the ^«ly^mg said trace fife* 5 ' 
involves idemliykg a mimsr^m set of test events, Tfeesagsfijre, the *%d^isrf* bow mis. v$m 
that Identified minimum set rather than the entire set of test events within the tmce file, 
Appik^mte believe this resolves the issue discussed m the Examiner Interview of J&mi&ry % 2007 
in which it was pointed out that mBoviog all test events would also remove my minimum set. 
By first ideMlymg & muilmm^ set before eKtras^o^ fee claitned may still extmet all mmks 
kt oiily if all the events together make up a ikk® sst 

With respect to independent claims I anil % Gm®v$m® neither toches not suggests *m 
a ramlmaiis are* otltcsr gv^gfe. (Cktes !, 9 ml IS), which Is then cxtraetei 
Simply stated, Ctet^v^OB is directed to a system that saves; eetire sets of test tinpsts and 
catT^pomlkg test otripuls without making my dgimmmiitm m to whether a pMkmiar lest 
■event 0 for a complete -test fa mt\ttmt s . Applicmt^ cimm^iml^ci matte i* felted 

to a system that, mxmg ether tbmg% saves mme vsst Inpm md imy .mi save oita s thus the 
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Id^tiflgMlM^ advantage of this approach over 

GusttmBon is thai saved; testtog situations » more compact m& portable. The cited poit|a»s of 
GosttVww whii aspect to tMs element address yeri&afem hut .not Mmtifkmkm, speei&aiiy 
the remtwal of selected test inputs from oansspon&tag test outputs ate detemitalag that thai 
specific inputs are »t necessary to. produce the output After a earefhl review of the retmhider 
dfGu^avmwi, Apf>ifeartts do «ot believe that the cited art ieaefees this pardealaf element 

To reject a claimed invmdoa mute* §102, all the claim limitations must he taught m 
suggested by the pxkm art. (M.P.&P,, §2143,03, dtajg w re Jfeyla, 490 F.2d 981; 180 U,S,P,Q, 
580 (CCPA 1974}}. In addhfem "All wonts lit a mot be considered in jadgmg the 
patfcBfebility of feat claim against poor art" (M, citing fe re Plfrose 424 F,2d I3g2, 1385; ...165 
U,S<RQ,. 49fe 496 (CCPA 19 70); emphasis added), These&m* Applicants respsevfeyy revest 
withdrawal, of the §1.02(e) rejeeSous of claims 1-6* 8-1.4 and 16, 



Claims 7 and 15 stead rejected under 35 O.S.C. § 103(a) as being impateuteble over 



and that tending claims 1-16 and 1-8-21 are allowable md dial: the ease staid be advanced to 
Issuance. W the fkaniister hag any questions or wishes to titemm the charm, fee Examiner is 
encontaged to call fee undersigned at the toiephane number Indicated below. 

It Is bettered thai bo fees are doe wife the filing of this Amendment. However, shonid 
any fees he due, the Commissioner h hereby atthm&fcd to charge such fees to fee deposit 
account of fotomatbml Easiness Machines Corporation Deposit AecouitfNo, 09*0447, 




Giiatevssoa, dates 7 md 15 are dependent opoo. allowable ufee pendent claims and, therefore* 
Applicants respeefedly request withdrawal of fee rejections based upon § 103(a). 




It is respeet&lly submitted tot all issues and rejectfeos have been adequately addressed 
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By: Grcgcfpv Kf Gosfeom. 

Reg, N04 44,^1 

ATTORNEY k)£ APPLICANT 



Greg Gosb0m, P.C 
9600 E»rpmeM 
Sato '745-9 
Austin*, Texas 71749 
leiepfa&e: (5 12) 29! -9203 
F^Mmite; (50)535-4206 
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